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to be noted5 the great majority of tribes do not practise
miiminificatlon in any form. There is then no reason to
suppose it to be in any way natural or primitive^ nor can
environment be held responsible for a custom observed in
tropical Africa^ the Pacific islands^ and the High Andes,
The distribution of the custom suggests diffusion from one
centre3 as does the very remarkable character of the beliefs
with which it is associated. For,, if we consider the evidence
which I have summarized,, we shall see that not merely is
mummification practised only on the body of the king, but
it is certainly in Africa^ Siam5 and Indonesia^ and probably
elsewhere, associated with the belief that the king goes on
living after he is dead. His reign does not terminate at
deathj but when his body is either buried or cremated3 an
event which may take place months or even years afterwards.
All the evidence suggests that the object of mummification
is to maintain this strange pretence. Traces of it exist in
Europe in the custom of lying-in-state, which is restricted
to royalties and princes of the Church, but this custom seems
to be a comparatively modern introduction from the East.
This belief that the king continues to live and reign after
death, is so strange that it is difficult to imagine how it
could ever have arisen, and impossible to believe that it
springs naturally to the minds of savages.
Let us now return to Egypt.  Here also we are told that
cit must be remembered that the whole funerary cult of the
Egyptians was intended only for the Mug. ... Its Mngly
origin was never forgotten and traces of it reappear again
and again* (G. Elliot Smith and W. R. Dawsoo,
MwmmeSy p. 136.  It does not appear that Eliot Smith
attempted to coEate these statements with the views
in The Migrations of Early Culture* above, p. 136)*
again, tells us that cat the beginning of the Old Empire
only the king and the royal family are initiated into the rites
of Osiris and attain the issunectioii* (in Frasar

